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1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-4, 6 and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Singh etal. (U. S. Pat. No. 5,150,588) in view of either Smith (U. S. Pat. No. 
2,575,689) or Cornelius (U. S. Pat. No. 3,740,975). 

Re claim 1, Singh is cited disclosing a washing machine, comprising: 

an outer tub (28) configured to store washing water; an inner tub rotatably 

mounted in the outer tub; 

a pulsator (30, see col. 4, line 60- col. 5, line 3) configured to form a water 

circulation for washing laundry; and 

a motor (44) installed under the outer tub and configured to rotate the inner tub 

and the pulsator, wherein the motor is configured to vary a rotation speed of the inner 

tub and the pulsator, such that the laundry is washed by a combination of modes as 

follows: 

a centrifugal force washing mode (see col. 4, lines 39-59), wherein the motor 
rotates the inner tub and the pulsator in the same direction for a first predetermined 
period of time, thereby creating a centrifugal force that is varied according to a variation 
of the rotation speed, which pushes the laundry against a wall of the inner tub; 

and an agitation washing mode (col. 4, lines 60-65), wherein the motor rotates 
the inner tub and the pulsator in the same direction at an identical speed, and then 
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rotates the inner tub and pulsator in a first direction for a second period of time and then 
in a second, reverse direction for the second period of time. That differs from the claim 
only in the recitation of the predetermined period of time. The patents to Smith (col. 3, 
lines 61-66) and Cornelius (col. 7 line 48 thru col. 8, line 6) disclose the predetermined 
period of time as claimed. It therefore would have been obvious to one having ordinary 
skill in the art to modify the device of Singh, to have the pulsator an inner tub rotated at 
a predetermined of time as taught by either Smith or Cornelius, for the purpose of 
effecting proper agitation for soil removal. Re claim 2, Singh discloses the water flow as 
claimed. Re claim 3, Cornelius discloses the restoration washing mode as claimed (col. 
9, lines 16-38). Re claim 4, Cornelius discloses the restoration mode (col. 8, lines 7- 38, 
particularly, lines 25-32). Re claim 6 and 7, no patentable distinction is deemed to exist 
between the predetermined period of time and speed as claimed and the corresponding 
period and speed as taught by either Smith or Cornelius. Claims directed to 
apparatus must be distinguished from the prior art in terms of structure rather 
than function. In re Danly, 263 F.2d 844, 847, 120 USPQ 528, 531 (CCPA 1959). 

[AJpparatus claims cover what a device is, not what a device does." 
Hewlett-Packard Co. v. Bausch & Lomb Inc., 909 F.2d 1464, 1469, 15 USPQ2d 
1525, 1528 (Fed. Cir. 1990). (emphasis in original). 

3. Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over the 
applied prior art as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Koo et at. (U. S. Pat. 
No. 5,842,358). 
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Claim 5 defines over the applied prior art only in the recitation of the rotor surrounding 
the stator. Koo is cited disclosing the arrangement as claimed. It therefore would have 
been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art to modify the motor of Singh, to have 
the motor to be as taught by Koo, since this is considered to be a mere substitution of 
equivalents. 

4. Applicant's arguments with respect to the pending claims have been considered 
but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to FRANKIE L. STINSON whose telephone number is 
(571) 272-1308. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F from 5:30 am to 2:00 
pm and some Saturdays from approximately 5:30 am to 1 1:30 am. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Michael Barr, can be reached on (571) 272-1700. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-272-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
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For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. 
Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the 
Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



fls FRANKIE L. STINSON 

Primary Examiner 
GROUP ART UNIT 1746 



